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days, and the introduction of the six-day working week, the
establishment of complete freedom for the peasants to deal with
their produce as they thought fit, and lastly, the variations in
national economic policy which are mentioned later, the main
changes in the position of the peasantry of England came from
the development of what were called "enclosures'.

It will be realized that at the beginning of the period large
numbers of estates were still held and cultivated in the
traditional method, subject to the control of manorial courts and
peasant committees. On such estates the peasantry had, as a
rule, their small strips of land scattered over the open arable
fields, their plots in the meadow-land, and their common rights
of feeding stock on the so-called commons, woods, and wastes,
supplemented by claims on the communal estate for wood, for
fuel and the building of cottages and farm buildings, and for
stone, sand, marl, or chalk if such there were in the common pits.
This system, so far as it then remained, was to be broken up and
replaced by enclosed fields such as are found in Britain to-day.

The 'enclosures' were carried on by five specific methods; of
these two were reasonable whilst the other three, whatever their
economic object, were disastrous to the peasantry.

These five methods may be analysed shortly.

(1)  The dividing up of arable, meadow, and communaHand
by definite agreement between the lord of the manor and the
peasantry.

(2)  Enclosure by gradual adjustment, i.e. the exchanging of
plots here and there amongst the cultivators themselves and
with the lord if he held land in the open field, until by degrees
the greater part of the arable fields would have been rearranged
into blocks, which the peasants or the landlord, if he obtained
specific pieces, could fence in; concurrently the common lands
might be shared out between the lord and the peasants and
enclosed with hedges.

Such rearrangements were not objected to by the peasants,
and when carried out fairly were beneficial to all concerned.
There would still remain in the village community a large num-
ber of small holders with possibly many common rights and